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Pierre Bourdieu  
 1 August 1930 – 23 January 2002 
 French Sociologist 
 
Bourdieusian sociology: 
 Class distinction 
 Power relations 
 Cultural reproduction 
 Social practice 
 
Signature notions:  
 Capital, habitus, and field are Bourdieu’s three main “thinking tools” (Wacquant, 
1989, p. 40). 
 “[(habitus) (capital)] + field = practice” (Bourdieu, 1989, p. 101) 
 
Research questions:  
 How Chinese Australians capitalise on resources (Capital) and negotiate Chineseness 
(habitus) through learning Chinese as a Heritage Language (CHL practice) in the 
lived world (field)? 
 Are Chinese Australians’ Chineseness and their CHL learning co-constructed? 
 What does ‘looking Chinese’ mean in Chinese Australians’ CHL learning? 
 How do Chinese Australians learn CHL within the family milieu? 
 
Theoretical contribution:  
 I used Bourdieu in a Heritage Language context. 
 I used Bourdieu’s notion of ‘linguistic capital’ in multilingual and multicultural 
settings. 
 For Bourdieu, there are “hierarchies of legitimacy” or “the hierarchy of the 
arts, of genres etc.” in a language or culture (Bourdieu, 1989, p. 86). 
 In my thesis, Bourdieu’s concept of linguistic capital also sheds light on 
people’s choice and pursuit of different languages in a multicultural society 
where there is a spectrum of different languages existing with different 
legitimised values. 
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 My thesis resonates with Gogolin’s (2002) study in Germany. 
 
Methodological contribution: Quantifying Bourdieu 
 Capital 
 Economic capital 
Economic resources (Bourdieu, 1993; Mu, 2013) 
 Cultural capital 
 Highest personal educational attainment (Bourdieu, 1973, 1989; 
Veenstra, 2009) 
 Attendance at high cultural events (De Graaf & De Graaf, 2000; 
DiMaggio, 1982; Dumais, 2002; Marks, 2009; Sullivan, 2001; 
Yamamoto & Brinton, 2010) 
 Ownership of cultural or educational objects (Roscigno & Ainsworth-
Darnell, 1999; Sullivan, 2001; Yamamoto & Brinton, 2010) 
 Social capital 
 Participation in different kinds of social associations (Veenstra, 2009) 
 Frequency of contacts with acquaintances, friends, and family 
members (Veenstra, 2009) 
 Symbolic capital 
Recognition, reputation, and honour (Bourdieu, 1993; Mu, 2013) 
 Habitus 
 Habitus is a nebulous and unmeasurable notion (Sullivan, 2002). 
 Other scholars have less rigid views and have attempted to operationalise 
habitus. 
 Expectations, beliefs, and aspirations (Dumais, 2002; McClelland, 
1990) 
 Shared norms, values, ideals, and social perspectives (Cockerham & 
Hinote, 2009) 
 Religion and ideology (Cockerham, 2005) 
 Habitus of Chineseness: Confucian dispositions (Mu, 2013) 
 
Key readings: 
 Bourdieu, P. (1973). Cultural reproduction and social reproduction. In R. Brown (Ed.), 
Knowledge, education, and cultural change: Papers in the sociology of education (pp. 
71-112). London: Tavistock. 
 Bourdieu, P. (1986). Forms of capital. In J. G. Richardson (Ed.), Handbook of theory 
and research for the sociology of education (pp. 241-258). New York: Greenwood 
Press. 
 Bourdieu, P. (1999). Understanding. In P. Bourdieu (Ed.), The weight of the world: 
Social suffering in contemporary society (pp. 607-626). Cambridge: Polity Press. 
 Dimitriadis, G., & Kamberelis, G. (2006). Theory for education. New York: 
Routledge. 
 Robson, K., & Sanders, C. (2009). Quantifying theory: Pierre Bourdieu. Breinigsville, 
PA, USA: Springer Science + Business Media B. V. 
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